
STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

COUNTY OF HUGHES 

In the Matter of the Petitions of Armour 
Independent Telephone Company, Bridgewater- 
Canistota Telephone Company, Golden West 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., Kadoka 
Telephone Company, Sioux Valley Telephone 
Company, Union Telephone Company, and 
Vivian Telephone Company (collectively the 
 o olden West Companies") for Arbitration 
Pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 
1996 to Resolve Issues Relating to 
Interconnection Agreements with WWC License 
L.L.C. ("Western Wireless"). 

Civ. 06- 

AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT 
OF APPLICATION FOR STAY FROM 

ORDER OF THE SOUTH DAKOTA 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

TRANSFERRING PROCEEDINGS TO 
TBE OFFICE OF HEARING 

EXAMINERS 

1. I am an attorney with the law firm of Cutler & Donahoe, LLP, and am one of the 

attorneys representing the Petitioners, (the Golden West Companies") in this action. 

2. On May 3,2006, each of the above-named Golden West Companies filed separate 

petitions for arbitration before the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission to arbitrate certain 

unresolved terms and conditions of proposed interconnection agreements between each of the 

Golden West Companies and WWC License, L.L.C. (collectively referred to as ccArbitration 

Proceedings"). The arbitration proceedings were commenced pursuant to Section 252 of the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-104,110 Stat. 56 (1996) (codified at 47 

U.S.C. 5 151 etseq.) (the "Actyy), SDCL 5 49-31-81, and A.R.S.D. 20:10:32:29. 

3. On May 20,2006, WWC License, L.L.C. ("WWC") filed with the South Dakota 

Public Utilities Commission its Response to the Petitions for Arbitration of the Golden West 

Companies. 



4. The Arbitration Proceedings, pursuant to a motion filed by the Golden West 

Companies were consolidated by the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission on June 5,2006. 

5. On June 9,2006, the PUC entered its further Order Setting Procedural Schedule; 

Order for and Notice of Hearing. 

6. On June 16,2006, WWC, pursuant to SDCL 5 1-26-18.3, filed a Request with the 

PUC seeking to have the above-captioned matters directed to the Office of Hearing Examiners. 

7. On June 30,2006, the Golden West Companies submitted its Brief in Opposition 

to Request of WWC License, LLC to Use the Office of Hearing Examiners. 

8. Oral Argument was held before the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission on 

July 11,2006, at which time the Commission granted the Request of WWC, and by written 

Order dated July 14,2006, transferred the Arbitration Proceedings to the Office of Hearing 

Examiners. 

9. The parties received the July 14,2006 Order via United States Mail on July 17, 

2006. 

10. By correspondence dated July 20,2006, the Public Utilities Commission 

transferred the file pertaining to the above-captioned matters to the Office of Hearing Examiners. 

11. The parties were notified on July 25,2006, that a hearing examiner had been 

assigned to the file and that they were invited to participate in a prehearing conference call in 

early August prior to the commencement of any arbitration proceedings. 

12. The following are submitted in support of Plaintiffs Application for Stay from the 

July 11 Order of the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission as memorialized in its July 14 

written order which was received by counsel for the Petitioners on July 17,2006: 



A. Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the Order of the South Dakota Public 
Utilities Commission dated July 14,2006; 

B. Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the Order Setting Procedural 
Schedule; Order for and Notice of Hearing issued by the South Dakota 
Public Utilities Commission on June 9,2006. 

C. Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the Request of WWC License, 
L.L.C. to transfer the above-captioned matters to the Office of Hearing 
Examiners, which Request is dated June 16,2006. 

D. Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the correspondence fiom the Public 
Utilities Commission dated July 20,2006, transferring the file pertaining to 
the above-captioned matters to the Office of Hearing Examiners. 

E. Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of two items of correspondence fi-om 
the Office of Hearing Examiners dated July 24 and 25,2006, respectively, 
inviting the parties to participate in a prehearing conference call in August 
2006. 

F. Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of Application For Reconsideration Of 
The July 1 1,2006 Decision of the Public Utilities Commission Granting 
the Request of WWC License, L.L.C. To Use The Office Of Hearing 
Examiners. 

Further your affiant sayeth not. 

Dated this 28th day of July, 2006. 

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 
: SS 

COUNTY OF MINNEHAHA ) 

On this, the 28th day of July, 2006, before me, the undersigned officer, personally 
appeared Meredith A. Moore, known to me or satisfactorily proven to be the person whose name 
is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged that she executed the same for the 
purposes therein contained. 



On this 28th day of July, 2006, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon 
Talbot Wieczorek, of Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell & Nelson, LLP, 440 Rushmore Road, Rapid 
City, SD 57701, Stephen B. Rowell, Mailstop 1269 B5-F1 1-C, One Allied Drive, Little Rock, 
AR 72202, legal counsel for WWC License L.L.C., Leo Disburg, Chief Hearing Examiner, 
Office of Hearing Examiners, 210 East 4th Avenue, Pierre, SD 57501, Rolayne Wiest of the 
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission at 500 East Capitol Avenue, 1st Floor, Pierre, South 
Dakota 57501, and to Sara Greff of the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission at 500 East 
Capitol Avenue, 1st Floor, Pierre, South Dakota 57501, by regular United States mail, first class 
postage prepaid. 





BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER O F  THE PETITIONS OF ) ORDER GRANTING 
ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE ) INTERVENTION; ORDER 
COMPANY, BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOT GRANTING REQUEST TO 
INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE COMPANY, ) USE THE OFFICE OF 
GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) HEARING EXAMINERS 
COOPERATIVE, INC., KADOKA TELEPHONE ) 
COMPANY, SIOUX ' VALLEY TELEPHONE ) TC06-036 
COMPANY, UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC06-037 
AND VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR ) TC06-038 
ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE ) TC06-039 
TELECOMMUN1CATIONS ACT OF 1996 T.0 ) TC06-040 
RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO ) TC06-041 
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS WITH ) TC06-042 
wwc LICPNSE L.L.C. 1 

On May 3,2006, Armour lndependent Telephone Company, Bridgewater-Canistota 
lndependent Telephone Company, Golden West Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., 
Kadoka Telephone Company, Sioux Valley Telephone Company, .Union Telephone 
Company and Vivian Telephone Company (Companies) filed petitions for arbitfation of 
certain unresolved terms and conditions of proposed Interconnection Agreements between 
Companies and WWC License L.L.C. (VANC), pursuant to Section 252 of the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996, SDCL 49-31-81, and ARSD 20:10:32:29. Companies 
filed a list of unresolved issues consisting of: (I) Is the reciprocal compensation rate for 
Local Traffic proposed by Companies appropriate pursuant to 47 U.S.C. Section 
252(d)(2)? (2) What is the appropriate Percent InterLATA Use factor to be applied to non- 
local traffic exchanged between the parties? (3) What is the appropriate manner by which 
the minutes of use of Local Traffic terminated by the parties, one to the other, should be 
calculated and billed? Companies "respectFuDy request that the Commission grant the 
following relief. A. Order arbitration of any unresolved issues between [Companies] and 
WWC; 9. Issue an order directing [Companiesl and WWC to submit to the Commission for 
approval an interconnection agreement reflecting: (i) the agreed-upon language in mib i t  
A and (ii) the resolution in this arbitration proceeding of any unresolved issues in 
accordance with the recommendations made by [Companies] herein, at the hearing on 
such issues and in Exhibit A; C. Order the parties to pay interim compensation for transport 
and termination of telecommunications traffic from January I, 2006 (the Effective Date set 
forth in Exhibit A) to the date on which the Commission approves the parties' executed 
interconnection agreement in ac~ordance with Section 252(e) of the Act [footnote omitted]; . 
D. Retain jurisdiction of this arbitration until the parties have submitted an executed 
interconnection agreement for approval by the Commission in accordance with Section 
252(e) of the Act; and E. Take such other and further action a s  it deems necessary and 
appropriate." In accordance with ARSD 203 0:32:30, a non-petitioning party may respond 



to the petition for arbitration and provide additional information within 25 days after the 
Commission receives t h e  petition. On May 15,2006, the Commission received Motionsfor 
Consolidation from Companies. On May 30,2006, the Commission received a Response 
of W C  to  Petitions of Arbitration of t h e  Golden West Companies. 

By order dated J u n e  5,2006, the  Commission granted theMotions for Consolidation 
and assessed  a deposit on  the parties not t o  exceed $75,000.00, pursuant to SDCL~~-31-  
44. On June 5, 2006, t h e  Commission received a petition to intervene from the South 
Dakota Telecommunications Association (SDTA). By-order dated June 9, 2005, the 
Commission set a procedural schedule and .  hearing date that were agreed to by the 
parties. On June  16 ,2006,  the Commission received a ~ o t i o n  Seeking .Order Requiring 
Payment of Interim Compensation from the Companies. On June 16, 2006, the 
Commission received a Request to Use Office of Hearing Examiners from WWC. On June 
19,2006, the Commission received a letter signed by WWC and the ~ompanies ' in  which 
the parties extended the nine month deadline by agreeing that the nine month period as. 
set forth in 47 U.S.C. section 252(b)(4(C) will expire on December 31,2006. On June 30, 
2006, the Commission received the Companies' Brief in Opposition to the Request of 
WWC License LLC to U s e  the Office of Hearing Examiners (OHE). On July 3,2006, the 
Commission received comments from SDTA also opposing the request to use OHE. On 
July 5, 2006, the Commission received a letter from WWC regarding SDTA's Petition to 
Intervene. On July 7,2006, the Commission received a response from WWC regarding 
,the opposition of the Companies and SDTA to the use of OHE. On July 10, 2006, the 
Commission received a response from bVWC to the Companies' Motion Seeking Order 
Requiring Payment of Interim Compensation. 

The Commission has  jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26 
and 49-31, including 49-31-3 and 49-31- 81, and 47 U.S.C. sections 251 and 252. The . 

Commission may rely upon any or all of these or other laws of this state in making its 
determination. 

At its July I I ,  2006, meeting, the  Commission considered this matter. In its letter 
dated July 5, 2006, W W C  stated that it would not object to the intervention of SDTA, 
subject to c e h i n  restrictions that had been agreed to by WWC and SDTA. The 
restrictions are  that SDTA will not participate in any preheating discovery, will call no 
witnesses a t  the hearing, will not cross-examine any witnesses called by the Companies, 
and SDTA's cross-examination of any wWC witnesses will not be redundant of the 
Companies' counsel's examination. In addition, if requested by the Companies, SDTA 
would be allowed to direct a witness of the Companies with the understanding that the 
Companies' counsel would not then direct that witness. SDTA would be able to be present 
at  all hearings and motions and have the right to argue and brief procedural and 
substantive matters, including final briefing. With these restrictions, the Commission voted 
to grant intervention to  SDTA. 

Regarding the issue of the use  of the OHE, the Commission listened to oral 
arguments of the parties. The Commission voted to grant VWVC's request to use the OHE. 



The Commission finds that  SDCL -I-26-18.3, in conjunction with SDCL Chapter 1-26D, 
gives WWC the right to u s e  the  OHE. The  Commission shall transfer these dockets to the 
OH€. Pursuant to SDCL 1-26D-6, after the OHE issues its proposed decision, the 
Coinmission shall accept, reject, or modify the findings, conclusions, and decision. 

It is therefore 

ORDERED, that SDTA's Petition to Intervene is granted, subject to the restrictions 
as agreed to by SDTA and  WWC; and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that WWC1s request to use the OHE is granted. 

Lf-ll- Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this / day of July, 2006. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that this document 
has been served today upon all'partie$o;f recMd in thki 
docket, as list4 on the d W  service list by bffiirnile 
or by first class mail, in property addiw+e&.'envelopes, 
with chargesgrep@ thereon. . . . . 

Date: ,A&- 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 

O ~ E R T  K. SAHW Chairman 





BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITIONS OF 
AWMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE 
COMPANY, BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA 
INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
COOPERATIVE, INC., KADOKA TELEPHONE 
COMPANY, SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE 
COMPANY, UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY 
AND VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY FOR 
ARBITRATION PURSUANT TO THE 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT. OF 1966 TO 
RESOLVE ISSUES RELATING TO 
INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENTS WITH 
WWC LICENSE L.L.C. 

ORDER SETTING 
PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE; 
ORDER FOR AND NOTICE 

OF HEARING 

On May 3,2006, Armour lndependent Telephone Company, Bridgewater-Canistota 
lndependent Telephone Company, Golden West Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc.,. 
Kadoka Telephone Company, Sioux Valley Telephone Company, Union Telephone 
Company and Vivian Telephone Company (Companies) filed petitions for arbitration of 
certain unresolved terrris and conditions of proposed Interconnection Agreements between 
Companies and WWC License L.L.C. (WWC), . pursuant to Section 252 of the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996, SDCL 49-31-81, and ARSD 20:l O:32:29. Companies 
filed a list of unresolved issues consisting of: (I) Is the reciprocal compensation rate for 
Local Traffic proposed by Companies appropriate pursuant to 47 U.S.C. Section 
252(d)(2)? (2) What is the appropriate Percent InterLATA Use factor to be applied to non- 
local traffic exchanged between the parties? (3) What is the appropriate manner by which 
the minutes of use of Local Traffic terminated by the parties, one to the other, should be 
calculated and billed? Companies "respectfully request that the Commission grant the 
following relief: A. Order arbitration of any unresolved issues between [Companies] and 
WWC; 6. Issue an order directing [Companies] and WVVC to submit to the Commission for 
approval an interconnection agreement reflecting: (i) the agreed-upon language in Exhibit 
A and (ii) the resolution in this arbitration proceeding of any unresolved issues in 
accordance with the recommendations made by [Companies] herein, at the hearing on 
such issues and in Exhibit A; C. Order the parties to pay interim compensation for transport 
and termination of telecommunications traffic from January I, 2006 (the Effective Date set 
forth in Exhibit A) to the date on which the Commission approves the parties' executed 
interconnection agreement in accordance with Section 252(e) of the Act [footnote omitted]; 
D. Retain jurisdiction of this arbitration until the parties have submitted an executed 
interconnection agreement for approval by the Commission in accordance with Section 
252(e) of the Act; and E. Take such other and further action as it deems necessary and 
appropriate." In accordance with ARSD 20:l O:3Z:3OI a non-petitioning party may respond 
to the petition for arbitration and provide additional information within 25 days after the 
Commission receives the petition. On May 15,2006, the Commission received Motions for 



Consolidation from Companies. On May 30,2006, the Commission received a Response 
of WWC to Petitions of Arbitration of the Golden West Companies. 

By order dated June 5,2006, the Commission granted the Motions for Consolidation 
and assessed a deposit on the parties not to exceed $75,000.00, pursuant to SDCL49-31- 
44. By conference call held on May 25, 2006, the parties agreed to the following 
procedural schedule: 

With regard to all dates herein provided for the exchange of information 
between the parties or the filing of information with the Commission, all such 
exchanges or filings shall occur prior to 300  p.m. CST or CDT, as 
applicable; 

On or before June 12, 2006, the first round of discovery requests shall be 
sewed by all parties and responses shall be due on or before June 30,2006; 

On or before July 10,2006, the second round of discovery requests shall be 
served by all parties and responses shall be due on or before July 31,2006; 

Discovery requests and responses shall not be filed with the  omm mission 
unless necessary in connection.with a motion to compel or if introduced as a 
hearing exhibit; 

On or before August I I, 2006, all parties shall serve and file direct testimony, 
including exhibits; 

On or before September 5, 2006, all parties shall serve and file rebuttal 
testimony, including exhibits; 

No witness shall be allowed to testify at the hearing unless that witness has 
prefiled testimony pursuant to this procedural schedule with the exception of 
witnesses offering live testimony regarding issues first raised in rebuttal 
testimony. Such testimony shall not be duplicative of prefiled testimony. In 
the event that a party determines that it will present testimony in response to 
rebuttal testimony from one or more witnesses that have not prefiled 
testimony, the names and personal r6sum6s of such witnesses, and a 
general description of the facts and testimony to be offered by such ' 

witnesses shall be provided to the other party and the Commission not later 
than September I I, 2006; 

Exhibits offered through a Party's witness shall be attached to prefiled 
testimony. Any exhibit that may be used on cross-examination shall be 
disclosed to the other party on or before September 13,2006 by 12:00 p.m. 
CDT, with a copy provided upon request; 



Documents served or filed are served on the date they are received. All 
documents shall be served by email, in .pdf format, and service by email is 
effective when received. In addition to filing electronically, a filing party shall . 

provide the Commission with one paper copy of each document filed; 

The hearing shall be held on September 18-21, 2006, in Room 412 of the 
State Capitol Building, Pierre, South Dakota. The hearing will begin at 9:00 
a.m. CDT on September 1 8 ~ .  Parties shall arrive to mark exhibits by 8:00 
a.m. 

The parties shall simultaneously serve and file post hearing briefs on or 
before October 30, 2006, along with proposed language for the  disputed 
issues in the interconnection agreement. The parties shall simultaneously 
serve and file reply briefs on or before November 15,2006. 

The Commission shall issue its decision resolving the issues in the arbitration 
on or before December 31,2006. The decision shall establish a procedure 
and schedule for filing a conformed arbitrated agreement for consideration 
by the Commission. The Commission's resolution of the issues presented in 
the arbitration shall not be according to 'final offer" or "baseball" arbitration in 
which the  Commission must accept the final offer of one or the other party, ' 
but rather shall be according to "traditional"' arbitration in which the 
Commission may resolve issues presented as it determines to be proper 
consistent with the facts presented and applicable legal requirements. 

The Commission has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26 and 
49-31, including 49-31-3 and 49-31- 81, and 47 U.S.C. sections 251 and 252. The 
Commission may rely upon any or all of these or other laws of this state in making its 
determination. 

This issues to be determined by the Commission are the issues set forth by the 
Companies in their Petitions for Arbitration and the issues as set forth by WWC in its 
Response to the Petitions for Arbitration. These issues are hereby incorporated by 
reference. 

The hearing will be an adversary proceeding conducted pursuant to SDCL Chapter 
1-26. All persons testifying will be subject to cross-examination by the parties. All parties 
have the right to be present and to be represented by an attorney. These rights and other 
due process rights may be forfeited if not exercised at the hearing. If a party or its 
representative fails to appear at the time and place set for the hearing, the Final Decision 
will be based solely on the  testimony and evidence provided, if any, during the  hearing or a 
Final Decision may be issued by default pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing, the 
Commission will consider all evidence and testimony that was presented at the hearing. 
The Commission will then enter Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final 
Decision regarding this matter. As a result of the hearing, the Commission will resolve 
issues listed in the Companies' Petitions for Arbitration and WWC's Response to Petitions 



for Arbitration and order any appropriate relief. The Commission's Final Decision may be 
appealed by the parties as provided by law. It is therefore 

ORDERED, that the parties shall follow the procedural schedule as set forth above; 
and it is 

FURTHER ORDERED, that a hearing shall be held at the time and place specified 
above. 

Pursuant to the Americans with. Disabilities Act, this hearing is being held in a 
physically accessible location. Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1-800-332- 
1782 at least 48 hours prior to the hearing if you have special needs so arrangements can 
be made to accommodate you. 

& Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this 9 day of June, 2006. 

The undersigned hereby certifies that this 
jocument has been served today upon all parties of 
record in this docket, as listed on ih=. docket service 
list, by facsimile or by firsj c!ass mail, in properly 
addressed.eqyelopes, with charg~s  prepaid thereon. 

~ / y , h & .  Date: 
, '  

- ,  : . . 

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION: 

ROBERT K. ~ ~ ~ e ~ h a i r m a n  

GARY  AHO ON, Commissioner ' 





GUNDERSON, PALMER, GOODSELL &NELSON, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

.I, CKISMAN PALMER 
C. VERNE GOODSELL 
JAMIS S. NELSON 
UANIELEMI-IMORE 
TEWNCE R QUlNN 
DONALD P. KNUDSEN 
PATRICK G. COEIZINCER 
TALBOT J. WIECZOREK 
MARK J. CONNOT 
JENNIFER KTRUCANO 
MARIY J. JACKLEY 

ASSURANT BUILDING 

440 MT. RUSHMORE ROAD 
POSTOFFICE BOX 8045 

RAPID CllY, SOUTH DAKOTA 57709-8045 

TELEPHONE (605) 342-1078. FAX (605) 342- 
www-gundersanpalmcr.com 

ATIORNEYS LICENSEDTU PlbtCnCE IN 
SOUTH DAKOTA. NORTH DAKO'TA, IOWA NEBRASKA 

COUJRAW, MONTANA, WYOMING &MINNESOTA 

June 16,2006 

VIA FAX 1-605-773-3808 
Ms. Patricia Van.Gerpen ' 

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
Capitol Building, 1'' Floor 
500 East Capitol Avenue 

DAWD E LUST 
TH0hiA.S ESIMMONS 
TERM L.&F.WlUAMS 

PAMELA SNYDER-VARNS 
SARA ITANKENSIEIN 

AMY K. KOENIG 
JASONM.SM1L.U'. 

S I W E  C PENFIELD 
JONATHAN M. mru 

Pierre SD 57501-5070 
I 

RE: Alltel Communications and its wholly owned subsidiary WWC License, LLC - 
Arbitration consolidation 
SDPUC Docket File Numbers TC 06-036 thru TC 06-042 
GPGN File No. 5925.060285 

Dear Ms. Van Gerpen: ' 

Enclosed for filing please find WWC's Request to Use Office of Hearing Examiners Pursuant to 
SDCL 8.1-26-18.3. The original and ten copies will be sent via US. Mail today. 

Sincerely, 

Talbot 5. w i d r e k  
TJW: klw 
c : Meredith Moore 

Paul ~ c h u d e l N  
Rich Coit 
Sara Greff 
Clients 



BEFORE: THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

Petition of Amour Independent Telephone Company of 
Hartford, Bridgewater-Cqistota Telephone Company 
of Hartford:, Golden West Telecommunications 
Cooperative, Inc., Kadoka Telephone Company, Sioux 
Valley Telephone Company, Union Telephone 
Company of Hartford, and Vivian Telephone Company 
of Hartford (Collectively the "Golden West 
Companies") for arbitration to resolve issues relating to 
interconnection agreements with WWC License. L.L. C. 

Docket Nos. 

REQUEST TO USE OFNCE OF KEA3RZNG EXAMINERS 
PURSUANT TO SDCL $j 1-26-18.3 

WWC License L.L.C.; by and through its attorneys of record, Talbot J. Wieczorek of 
Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell & Nelson, LLP and Stephen B. Rowel1 of Alltel Communications, 
Inc., pursuant to SDCL 8 1-26-18.3 hereby request that the above-entitled contested cases be 
directed to the Office of Hearing Examiners and the Office of Hearing Examiners hear these 
contested cases. 

Dated this 1 6 ~  day of June, 2006. 

ATTORNEYS FOR 
ALLTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 

5 

& Nelson, LLP 
440 Mt Rushmore Road, PO Box 8045 
Rapid City, South Dakota 57709 
Phone: 605-342-1078 
Fax: 605-342-0480 

Stephen B. Rowel1 . 
Alltel Compunications, hc. 
One Allied Drive 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202 



CERTIPICATE OF SERVICE 

1 hereby certify that on the h day of June 2006, a true and correct copy of WWC% , 

REQUEST TO USE OFFICE OF HEARING EXAMINERS PURSUANT TO SDCL fj 1- 
26-18.3 was by first-class, U.S. Mail, postage paid to: 

Paul M. Schudel 
Meredith A. Moore Woods & Aitken, LLP 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 301 S. 13th Street, Suite 500 
100 N Phillips Avenue - 91h Floor ' .Lincoln NE 68508 
Sioux Falls, Sb 57104-6725 

Sara Greff 
SDPUC Staff Counsel 
500'E Capitol 
Pierre SD 57501 

Richard Coit 
SDTA 
PO Box' 57 
320 E. Capito1,Avenue 
Pierre SD 57501 





Bob 3&r, Chair 
Dustin Johnson, Vice-Chair 
Gary Hanson, Commissioner 

July 20, 2006 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COllMSlMISSION 

500 East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070 

www.puc.sd.gov 

Capitol Office 
(605) 773-3201 

(605) 773-3 809 fax 

TransportationlWarehouse 
(605) 773-5280 

(605) 773-3225 fax 

Consumer Hotline 
1-800-332-1782 

Mr. Leo Disburg 
Chief Hearing Examiner 
Office of Hearing Examiners 
210 E. 4' Ave. 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Dear Mr. Disburg: 

By this letter, the Public Utilities Commission (Commission) is transferring to the Office 
of Hearing Examiners (OHE) certain telecommunications dockets at the request of one 
of the parties to these dockets. The dockets at issue are: In the Matter of the Petitions 
of ~ r m o u r  lndependent Telephone Company (Docket TC06-036), Bridgewater-Canistota 
Independent Telephone Company (Docket TC06-037), Golden West 
Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc. (Docket TC06-038), Kadoka Telephone 
Company (Docket TC06-039), Sioux Valley Telephone Company (Docket TC05-040), 
Union Telephone Company (TC06-041) and .Vivian Telephone Company (Docket TC06- 
042) for Arbitration'Pursuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996 to Resolve Issues 
Relating to Interconnection Agreements With WWC License LLC. 

Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-18.3, WWC filed a request to have these dockets heard by the 
OHE. At its July 1.1, 2006, meeting, the Commission granted the request. The order 
granting the request is enclosed. 

By a telephone conversation on July 13, 2006, 1 was informed by you that your office did 
not require a paper copy of the dockets but that your office would instead access all of 
the documents that have been filed in these dockets through our website. These 
dockets can be accessed at: 
http:llwww.state.sd.usl~uclcommissionldocketsltelecoml2OO6ltelecom 2006.htm. 

If you have any questions regarding the transfer of these dockets, please do not hesitate 
to contact our office. 

Sincerely, 

WJcMiC 

Enc. 



cc: Ms .  Meredith A. Moore 
Mr. Ryan J. Taylor 
Mr. Denny Law 
Mr. Paul M. Schudel 
Mr. James A. Overcash 
Mr. Ron Williams 
Mr. Talbot J. Wieczorek 
Mr. Stephen 6. Rowell 
Mr. Richard D. Coit 





w 
BUREAU OFADMlNlSTRATlON 
OFFICE OF HEARING EXAMINERS 
PMB 01261 
21 0 EAST 4TH STREET 
PIERRE, SD 57501-1538 
(605) 773-681 1 
FAX (605) 773-681 8 

July 24, 2006 

Ms. Rolayne Ailts Wiest Ms. Sara Greff 
Attorney at Law Attorney at Law 
Pub!ic Utilities Commission Public Utilities Commission 
500 East Capitol Avenue 500 East Capitol Avenue 
Pierre, SD 57501 Pierre, SD 57501 

Mr. Talbot J. Wieczorek 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 8045 
Rapid City, SD 57709 

Mr. Richard 6. Coit 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 57 
Pierre, SD 57701 

RE: In the Matter of the Petitions of Armour lndependent Telephone 
Company, Bridgewater-Canistota lndependent Telephone Company, 
Golden West Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., Kadoka Telephone 
Company, Sioux Valley Telephone Company, Union Telephone Company 
and Vivian Telephone Company for Arbitration Pursuant t o  the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 t o  Resolve Issues Relating t o  
Interconnections with WWC License LLC. (PUG Dockets TC06-036,037,038, 
039,040,041,042) , OHE file PUC 6-06. 

Dear Counsel: 

These dockets have been transferred to this office, pursuant to SDCL 1-26- 
18.3. 1 will be handling them. 

I believe it will be constructive to hold a prehearing conference call to 
review the current status of the manner and to  review the current 
scheduling order. 

Therefore, I have set a prehearing conference call for Thursday, August 3, 
2006, at 10:OO a.m., CDT, 9:00 a.m., MDT. Please dial the conference 
operator at 1-800-254-1665 to participate in the call. Cell phones or cordless 
phones may interfere with the quality of the call. 



In the meantime, if there are other matters about which I should know, 
please feel free to  bring them to my attention. M y  direct line is 773-6850. 

Thank you for your assistance in advance! 



- 
BUREAU OF ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICE OF HEARING EXAMINERS 
PMB 01261 
210 EAST 4TH STREET 
PIERRE, SD 57501-I 538 
(605) 773-681 1 
FAX (605) 773-681 8 

July 25,2006 

Rolayne Ailts Wiest 
Attorney at Law 
Public Utilities Commission 
500 ~ a s t  Capitol   venue 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Talbot J. Wieczorek 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 8045 
Rapid City, SD 57709 

Meredith A. Moore 
Cutler & ~ o n a  hoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Avenue, 9"' Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57 104-6725 

Ron Williams 
WWC License LLC 
3650 131" Avenue SE 
Bellevue, WA 98006' 

* .  
Paul M. Schudel . . 

. Woods & A i k h  LLP . ..' 

301 South 13" Street Suite 500 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

Stephen 5. Rowell. 
. Alltell 

. . PO Box 2177 
Little Rock, AR 72202 

Sara Greff 
Attorney at Law 
Public . . Utilities Comriiission 
500 ~ a s t  tapitoi AbGnue 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Richard 5. Coit 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 57 
Pierre, SD 57701 

Ryan Taylor 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Avenue, 9"' Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 571 04-6725 

Dennis Law, Regional Manager 
Telco 
PO Box 98 
Dell Rapids, SD 57022-0098 

James Overcash 
Woods & Aiken LLP 
301 South 13" Street Suite 500 
Lincoln, NE 68508 

RE: In the Matter of the Petitions of Armour lndependent Telephone 
Company, Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company, 
Golden West Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., Kadolia Telephone . 



Company, Sioux Valley Telephone Company, Union Telephone Company 
and Vivian Telephone Company for Arbitration Pursuant t o  the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 t o  Resolve Issues Relating t o  
Interconnections with WWC License LLC. (PUC Dockets TCO6-036,037,038, 
039,040,041,042) , OHE file PUC 6-06. 

Dear Counsel: 

Some of you received a letter from me regarding a prehearing call. 
However, at the t ime of sending that letter, I did not have the complete list 
of lawyers and other parties'to this action. So, I am taking the liberty of 
adapting this letter and adding the names of all of the lawyerslparties. 
Please accept my apologies for not being aware of all of the names earlier. 

These dockets have been transferred to  this office, pursuant.to SDCL 1-26: 
18.3. 1 will be handling them. 

1 believe it wil l be constructive to  hold a prehearing conference call to 
review the current status of the manner and to review the current 
scheduling order. 

Therefore, 1 have set a prehearing conference call for Thursday, August 3, 
2006, a t  10:OO a.m., CDT, 9:00 a.m., MDT. Please dial the conference 
operator at 1-800-254-1665 to  participate in the call. Cell phones or cordless 
phones may interfere with the quality of the call. 

In the meantime, if there are other matters about which I should know, 
please feel free to  bring them to  my attention. My direct line is 773-6850. 

assistance in  advance! 

f+e M. $ f L o n  
earing Ex 'miner 





STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

In the Matter of the Petitions of Armour 
Independent Telephone Company, 
Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company, 
Golden West Telecommunications 
Cooperative, Inc., Kadoka Telephone 
Company, Sioux Valley Telephone 
Company, Union Telephone Company, and 
Vivian Telephone Company (collectively the 
"Golden West Companies") for Arbitration 
Pursuant to the Teleco~ll~llunications Act of 
1996 to Resolve Issues Relating to 
Interconnection Agreements with WWC 
License L.L.C. ("'Western Wireless"). 

Docket Nos. 

TC06-036 
TC06-037 
TC06-038 
TC06-039 
TC06-040 
TC06-041 
TC06-042 

APPLICATION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE JULY 11,2006 DECISION 
OF THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION GRANTING THE REQUEST OF 

WWC LICENSE, L.L.C. TO USE THE OFFICE OF HEARING EXA~~INERS 

Come now the Golden West Companies identified in the caption of these matters 

pursuant to A.R.S.D. 20:10:01:29 and 20:10:01:30.01 and hereby make application to the 

Commission to reconsider its July 11,2006 decision set forth in the Order Granting Request to 

Use the Office of Hearing Examiners (the "Ordery'), which request was made by WWC License, 

L.L.C. ("WWC") pursuant to SDCL $j 1-26-18.3 to utilize the South Dakota Office of Hearing 

Examiners to conduct the hearing, to make proposed findings of fact and conclasions of law, and 

to issue a proposed decision in connection with the arbitration of the interconnection agreements 

at issue in this consolidated proceeding. 

For the reasons set forth in the Memorandum in Support of this Application for 

Reconsideration, the Golden West Companies request that the Commission grant this 

Application for Reconsideration, and that the Commission issue a further order reversing the 

Order thereby denying the request of WWC to use the Office of Hearing Examiners in 



connection with the above consolidated proceedings. The Golden West Companies request an 

opportunity to present oral argument to the Commission in support of this Application. 

Dated this 28th day of July, 2006. 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: 

Meredith A. Moore 
Cutler & Donahoe, LLP 
100 North Phillips Avenue 9th Floor 
Sioux Falls, SD 57104 
Tel. 605-335-4950 
Fax 605-335-4961 

and 

Paul M. Schudel, NE Bar #I3723 
James A. Overcash, NE Bar #I8627 
WOODS & AITKEN LLP 
301 South 13th Street, Suite 500 
Lincoln, ~ebraska 68508 
(402) 437-8500 
(402) 437-8558 
Their Attorneys 

On this 28th day of July, 2006, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was transmitted 
via email to Talbot Wieczorek, of Gunderson, Palmer, Goodsell &Nelson, LLP, 440 Rushmore 
Road, Rapid City, SD 57701 at tiw@,epmlaw.com, Stephen B. Rowell, Mailstop 1269 B5-F11- 
C, One Allied Drive, Little Rock, AR 72202, legal counsel for WWC License L.L.C. at 
Stephen.B.Rowell@alltel.com, Rolayne Wiest of the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
at Rolayne.Wiest@,state.sd.us and Sara Greff of the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission at 


